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Supreme Court of the Hawaiian
IslandB. In Banco. July Term,
1SS9.

Samuel 31. Damox, Plaixtijt
vs. M. Dicksox axd John II.
Paty, Assigxee ix Baxk- -

KUPTCY OF Al. DlCKSOX, DE-

TENT) AXTS.

Bill of Interpleader.

DEPOSE JUDO C.3., M'CTJIXT, PRESTOS, BICKEn-TO- K

AND DOLE,

OjHm'oH o the Court per JfcCully, J.
The statement of the case will be

found below in the opinion of Mr.
Justice Preston, from whose decree
appeal was taken. We affirm the
opinion and decree therein, with a
brief exposition of our views.

The case turns on the construc-

tion to be given to the following
clauses in the will of Mrs. Catharine
Bates, admitted to probate in 18S3.

" I give all the residue of my prop-

erty of whatsoever character to my
sister Sarah, (Mrs. Dickson,) for
her life, to hold and enjoy in all
respects as she shall deem wise and
proper with remainder to her child-

ren.' The question is whether
this created a life estate with a
vested remainder, or was an abso-

lute devise to Mrs Dickson.
If the words " in all respects as

she shall deem wise and proper,"
had been omitted, a contention that
the former was not the legal effect
of the will, could only be main-
tained on the common law doctrine
that there could be no limitation
over of a chattel, and that a gift for
life carried the absolute interest.

This is claimed by counsel for the
defendant, 31. Dickson.

This doctrine may be considered
to have become obsolete, by the
distinction taken between the use,
and property, which resulted finally
in the doctrine that a gift for life
of chattel was a gift of the use only
and the remainder over was good
as an executory devise. The ex-

ception to this rule is the necessary
oue in the case of a bequest of
specific things which can only be
used by the consumption of them,
as wine, corn, hay and fruits.
Kent's Com., '2, 352. Porter vs.

Tournay, 3 ves., 311. In Smith vs.
Bell, G Peters, at p. 7S Chief Jus-

tice Marshal says : " The rule that
a remainder mny be limited after a
life estate in personal property is as
well settled as any other principle
of our law," and in Allen Adam vs.

Carpenter, 12 Cush., at page 3S7

Chief Justice Shaw says: "We
have no doubt that personal prop-
erty may be given to one for life,
with a remainder to another abso-

lutely." There is no reason in our
view why we should adopt now
this antiquated common law rule
in order to defeat an obvious inten-
tion of the testator.

This is a devise to the sister to
hold and enjoy for life with remain-
der to her children.

Against these plain and legally
well understood words, is set the
expression, "in all respects as she
shall deem wise and proper," and
it is claimed that they are repug-
nant to and defeat the provision for
a life estate and remainder. But
if they were repugnant why should
it be considered that they predom-
inated and controlled the other
plain terms of the clause? The
plain legal phrases which gave a
life estate and a remainder should
rather predominate and, if need
be, abrogate the weaker indeter-
minate phrase. We do not, how-

ever, see that there is a repug-
nancy. The words have not a very
definite meaning. They are un-

necessary, but not conflicting with
the estate which is clearly estab-

lished by apt legal words. We
rend them as superfluously express-
ing that the devisee was to have
an unrestricted enjoyment of the
life estate. It was not under the
control of trustees. There was no
limitation of the uses to which the
income might be employed. There
was a power (which would have
existed without these words) to
change the form of investment.
But they do not extinguish the'
vested remainder.

In SmiUi vs. Bell, quoted above,
the words of the devise were : " I
give and bequeath my personal
estate unto my said wife to and for
her own use and benefit and dis-

posal absolutely ; the remainder of
the said estate after her decease, to
be for the use of mysaid son. The
Court held that as the intent was
clear to make a present provision
for the wife and a future provision
for the sou, the last clause, estab-
lishing a remainder could not be
exnuneed or rendered totally in
operative by the words "disposals
absolutely." in Smith vs. van
Oslrand, G4 N.. Y., the Court. of
appeals held that a remainder may
be limited upon a bequest of money
as well as of other personal prop,-ert-y,

aud the testator may confide
the money to a legatee for life,
trusting to such legatee to preserve
the fund for the benefit of the re-

mainder man ; in which case the
legatee for life becomes trustee of
the principal during the continu-
ance of the4lfe estate.

The construction we give is fully
supported by the reasoning aud the
authorities cited by the learned
Justice whose opinion follows here-
after. Decree will be signed ac-

cordingly.
W. Austin Whitfnsr for plaintiff;

P. Neumann for defendant; Paty,

assignee ; Cecil Brown and A. S.
Hartwell for defendant. 31. Dick-
son.

Honolulu, August 23, 1SS9.

Decision of Preston J., at Chambers.

The bill alleges that on the 7th
July, 1SSS. the defendant, 31.
Dickson, was adjudged a bankrupt,
and that the defendant, Paty, was
duly appointed assignee, and that
said Dickson, on his bankruptcy,
became divested of all interest and
title in his property, and that on
October 23, 1888, the plaintiff, at
the request of said Dickson, was
appointed attorney for him in con-

nection with, and for other heirs
of Sarah Dickson. That in the year
1SS3, one Catharine Bates died in
the State of Ohio, TJ. S. A., and her
last will and testament was duly
probated on or about March 23d,
18S3, in the Probate Court of Ham-
ilton County, in said State of Ohio.
That among other provisions in said
will is the following bequest : " I
give all the residue of my property
or whatever character to my sister
Sarah for her life to hold and enjoy
in all respects as she shall deem
wise and proper with remainder to
her children share and share alike.
Should either of them die before
the mother and leaving one or more
children, such child or children is
to have the share the parent would
have received if living." That
said Sarah Dickson died in Hono-
lulu, on or about July 2G, lSSSj and
among other children of her's sur-

viving is the defendant, 31. Dick-
son. That plaintiff, ortDecember
24, 1SS8, received from one Joshua
H. Bates, executor of the will of
said Catharine Bates the sum of
$7477 as the share of the defendant,
31. Dickson, of the property held
under said will, and that the sum
of $7102 of said money or fund is
now in San Francisco under the
control of the plaintiff. That de-

fendant, Paty, as assignee in bank-
ruptcy of said defendant, Dickson,
has claimed of plaintiff said money
or funds in his hands, and has de-

manded that the same be paid to
him and threatens plaintiff with a
suit or action for the same, said de-

mand being made on 3Iarch 9th,
1SS9. That Said defendant, Dick-

son, also claims of plaintiff said
moneys or funds and threatens
plaintiff with suit or action for
same, a demand for wuno having
been made on 3Iarch 12th. The
bill contains the usual allegations
of no interest, etc., and prays that
the defendants may interplead their
said claims and for liberty to pay
the said sum of $7102 into Court
and for an injunction.

The defendant, 31. Dickson, by
bis answer admits all the allega-
tions in the bill and further says
that the said sum of money in the
hands of plaintiff, or paid into
Court by him, was collected by
plaintiff as the attorney in fact of
the defendant under power of attor-ne- jr

duly executed and delivered
subsequent to the filing of his peti-

tion in bankruptcy and adjudication
as a bankrupt (aud revoked pre-

vious to the filing of said bill) aud
was not at the date of the filing of
said petition for adjudication for
bankruptcy a part of his estate and
as such returnable by him as a part
of hia estate, not did the defendant
have any interest or titlo to same
on said 7th day of July, 1S8S.

That said money did not become
vested in him nor Avas he entitled
to the same until on or about the
20th day of July, 1888, and that
said money is property acquired
subsequent to and after the adjudi-
cation of the defendant as a bank-
rupt and that therefore the defend-
ant, Paty, as assignee, is not en-

titled to recover said money nor is
he as such assignee entitled to the
possession thereof.

The defendant, Paty, by his
answer, alleges that the defendant,
Dickson, on the 7th day of July,
18S8, filed his certain schedule,
containing among other things an
inventory of his essets, but failed
to set forth in his schedule his in-

terest in the estate of Catharine
Batos, deceased, being the sura of
money then in the hands of the
plaintiff or deposited in Court.
That the said sum collected by
plaintiff under power of 'attorney
from the defendant, Dickson, was
the property of said defendant on
the said 7th day of July, 1SS8, and
as such was part of his estate in
bankruptcy, whereunto the defend-
ant, Paty, is entitled by virtue of
the provisions of the Act, Chapter
XXXV. of the Session Laws of
1S84, as assignee of said defendant,
Dickson, and asks for a decree de-

claring that the defendant, Paty,
as such assignee is entitled to re-

ceive said moneys for distribution
among the creditors of said Dick-

son.
The case was heard by me on the

bill and answer.
3Ir. Brown, on behalf of tho de-

fendant Dickson, contended : That
by the will of Catharine Bates, the
residue of her estate was bequeath-
ed to Sarah Dickson, without the
intervention of a. trustee, and that
no present interest or income was
devised to any of the children of
Sarah Dickson. That by the com-
mon law, personal property cannot
be the subject of estates other than
absolute ownership, and the crea-
tion of estates therein cannot be ac-

complished. The Legislature not
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having passed any Act altering the
common law, the devise to 3Irs.
Dickson was absolute, there being
no trustee to hold the intermediate
estate between the death of the
testatrix and the vesting of the
estate absolutely in defendant, Dick-
son, therefore he had no estate
contingent or vested in the estate
of 3Irs. Bates returnable by him in
his schedule as an asset. It was
not the intention of the testatrix to
give 3Irs. Dickson an estate for life
only, but by the terms of the devise
an absolute power to hold and en-

joy the same as she thought proper.
This would have authorized an ab-

solute disposition or sale of the
property during her lifetime. There
was no liability from 3Irs. Dickson
to her children or grandchildren.
No estate passed or vested in Dick-
son until the death of his mother ;

it was a contingent remainder based
upon the survival of the mother,
but vested to save a lapse in any
children of defendant, that might
be in esse at the death of the testa-

trix or born during the life of 3Irs.
Dickson, or in other words, an es-

tate in expectancy, of which he
was to have the possession only if
he survived his mother.

Counsel cited Jarman on Wills,
Chap. 25; Smith vs. Pendell, 19
Conn., 112 ; Moody vs. Walker, 1G

Vesey Jr., 2S3 ; Leak vs. Robinson,
2 3Ie., 3G3 ; .Lock vs. Lamb, L. B.,
4 Eq., G, 372 ; Olney vs. Hull, 21
Pick., 311 ; Parker vs. Crosby, 32

Barb., 184; Daintry vs. Daintry, G,

T. R., 307; Beicaltsvs. Vlrick, 23,
Peuu. St., 388 ; Amelia Smith, Ap.
lb. 9, 420 of Moffatt vs. Strong, 10

John., 12.
3Ir. Neumann, on behalf of the

defendant, Paty, contended that
the authorities cited by counsel for
defendant, Dickson, do not support
the proposition that no estate in
remainder or by executory devise
in personal property can be created
by will. The bequest over to the
children of 3Irs. Dickson is a vested
,and not a contingent remainder.
A remainder is an estate so limited
as to be immediately expectant on
the natural termination of a partic-
ular estate created by the same in-

strument which calls its life into
the particular estate. A contin-
gent remainder arises where the
estate is limited to take effect be;
fore or after the termination of the
particular estate and not at its ter-

mination, and depends upon the
happening of an uncertain event.
The will of 3Irs. Bates allows of no
other construction than that the be-

quest to t, Dickson, is
not a contingent but a vested re-

mainder, which took effect upon
the termination of a life estate
granted to his mother.

I have considered the various
authorities cited and also the facts
as they appear in the pleadings,
and am of opinion that the share of
the defendant, Dickson, in the
residuary estate of 31rs. Bates
vested in him at her death, subject
to be devested only on his death
during the life of his mother, hav-
ing no children, and therefore that
the defendant, Paty, as assignee in
bankruptcy of the defendant, Dick-
son, is entitled to the fund in
Court.

The contention made on behalf
of the defendant, Dickson, that per-
sonal estate cannot be the subject
of estate (interests) other than ab-

solute ownership, cannot, I think,
be supported.

In "Amelia Smith's appeal" 23
Penn. 9, the words in the will
were: "I will and bequeath all
my property, real and personal to
my children to be equally
divided between them. In case of
the death of my children without
issue his, her or their portion or
portions to be equally divided
among the survivors." and the
Courl say : " There is nothing in
this devise to take it out of the
general rule, not one word indicates
an intention to limit the first takers
to a life estate."

In Mrs. Bates' will it seems to be
beyond contention that Mrs. Dick-
son took only a life interest in the
residue.

In " The Executors of Moffatt vs.
Strong, 10 John., 12, the bequest
was to the heirs, and if any should
die without issue to be divided
among tho survivors," the Court,
per Kent C. J., held that it was an
executory bequest and approved
the doctrine laid down in JYicholls
vs. Skiimer (Free, in Chan. 528)
that personal property may be be-

queathed subject to limitation.
"The limitation being valid the
general rule is that the devisee has
not power to defeat it. The
devisee lias only the use and not
an absolute interest in the property
devised."

In Hyde vs. Parrat, 1 Peere Wil-
liams, 1, the Court held that a de-

visee of chattels to wife for life and
afterwards to son was a good devise
over.

In Tissen vs. Tissen, ib., p. 500,
the Court held that under a devise
of personal estate to a son and if he
die under age and without issue, to
testator's brother, the brother took
after the son's death. Hughes vs.
Sayer, ib., p. 58S, is to the same
effect.

In Upwell vs. Hdlsey, ib., 650, it
was held that when a testator de-

vised such part of his personal
estate as his wife should leave of
her subsistence should go to his sis-

ter, the devise over was good, and

m

s

the Court said : "It is now estab-
lished that a personal thing or
money may be devised to one for
life, remainder over." This case
was decided in 1720.

In Lock vs. Lamb, L. R., 4 Eq.
374, it was held that a bequest
to children, as they shall attain
twenty-on- e, to Yake effect upon the
death of an annuitant vested the
property (personal) in them at their
birth subject to their attaining that
age.

In Smither vs. Willcock, 9 Ves.
Jr., 233, the testator bequeathed
personal estate and money arising
from sale of real estate to his wife
for life, and from and after lier
death the capital to bo divided be-

tween the testator's brothers and
sisters, (named) in equal shares,
but in case of the death of any of
them in the lifetime of the wife
the share of him or her so dying to
be divided between their, his or
her children. One of the testator's
brothers died in the lifetime of the
testator's widow without having
had a child. The 3Iaster of the
Bolls (Sir William Grant) declared
the share of the deceased brother to
be vested, subject to be devested
only in the event of his death in
the lifetime of the testator's widow
leaving children and consequently
that event not having happened
his representative was entitled.

In Smith vs. Ostrand, G4 X. Y.,
27S, it was held that a "remainder
may be limited upon a bequest of
money as well as of other personal
property, and the testator may con-

fide the money to a legatee for life,
trusting that such legatee will pre-
serve the fund for the benefit of
the remainder man, in which case
tho legatee for life becomes trustee
of the principal during the continu-
ance of the life estate."

See also 3Iaughan's Will, 3 Haw.
233 ; Harrison vs. Foreman, 5
Vesey Jr., 207 ; Barker vs Crosby,
32 Barb. 184.

Section 14 of the Bankruptcy Act
enacts that "The bankrupt tshall be
divested of all his title and interest
in his property from the day of his
failure," and I therefore hold that
the defendant, Dickson, was by op-

eration of law divested of his inter-
est under the will of 3Irs. Bates
upon the filing of his petition and
that such interest became vested in
his assignee, Paty.

The decree will allow the plain-
tiff his costs out of the fund in
Court and will contain a declaration
according to this decision.

I have not thought it necessary to
decide whether property acquired
by a bankrupt after adjudication
and before his discharge, would
belong to his assignee, as the point
does not arise in this case.

Concurring Opinion of Dole, J.
The case of Smith vs. Bell, above

quoted, bears strongly upon tho
main question in this case, and, if
it may be relied upon as authority,
is probably sufficient to carry the
point ; but its value as a precedent
is questioned by Judge Hoar in
Giffard vs. Choate, (100 3Iass., 346)
as follows :

" An absolute power of disposal
in the first taker is held to render
a subsequent limitation repugnant
and void. A somewhat different
doctrine is perhaps to be found in
Smith vs. Bell, GPet., G8 W., there a
legacy to a wife ' to and for her
own use and benefit and disposal
absolutely; the remainder of said
estate, after her decease, to be for
the use of the testator's son, was
held to create a life estate only in
the wife with a vested remainder
in the son. The authority of the
decision is somewhat impaired by
the circumstance that no counsel
were heard on behalf of the party
against whom it was made, and
the attention of the Court does not
seem to have been drawn to the
authorities in favor of the opposite
conclusion. But the decision is
made to rest upon the fact that the
remainder was the only substantial
provision made by the will for the
testator's only child; and there
were no words directly extending
the wife's interest beyond her own
life."

In the case of Harris vs. Knapp,
(21 Pick., 415, 416) it was held
that a devise "to my said daughter
3Iary Harris, for her use and dis-
posal during her life, and whatever
shall remain at her death, I give
the same to her two daughters,
Dorothy and Sarah in equal shares,"
gave the devisee a right to dispose
of the whole principal. The cases
of Attorney-Gener- al vs. Hall, (Fitz-gibbo- n,

314) Jackson vs. Bull, (10
Johns. IS), Ide vs. Ide, (10 Mass.,
504), Burbank vs. Miitney, (24
Pick., 14G) and many others have
adopied the same principle of con-

struction. The words of the devise
in Smith vs. Bell would seem to
bring it within the principle of
Harris vs. Knapp and the other
cases mentioned ; these words are,
" which personal estate, I give and
bequeath unto my said wife, Eliza-
beth Goodwin, to and for her own
use and benefit and disposal abso-
lutely; the remainder of said estate,
after her decease, to be for the use
of the said Jessie Goodwin."

In the case before the Court the
important words of the devise are,
"to my sister Sarah for her life to
hold and enjoy in all respects as
she shall deem wise and proper
with remainder to her children
share and share alike." Do these
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words come within the class of
cases referred to above? I feel
that the view of the majority of the
Court on this point is the correct
one. The words "for her life"
imply a life estate, and there are
no controlling words necessarily in-

consistent with such a construction.
The words " with remainder," (to
her children) are customary words
to express a devise to take effect
upon the extinction of a life estate;
I think they may be said to be
technical words with an understood
meaning; they do not have the
same meaning as the words "what-
ever shall remain at her death," in
the case of Harris vs. Knapp. With
this clear statement in the case be-

fore us of a devise of a life estate,
with an absolute estate to take
effect upon the extinction of the
life estate, the other words, " to
hold and enjoy in all respects as she
shall deem wise and proper," are
not sufficiently inconsistent with,
or opposed to, such a construction
as to seriously weaken it; they
may, on the other hand, be read,
without violence to their common
meaning, so as to be perfectly in
keeping with the theory of a devise
of a life estate with remainder
over. I have found no case which
would support such a construction
of the words of this devise as would
give the absolute right of disposal
to tho first devisee.

I therefore, concur in the conclu-
sion of the majority opinion of the
Court.

GENERAL BOULANGER.

Tho contest between the French
Government and General Boulanger
has been going very much against
the latter of late. Article 9 of the
French constitution relative to the
organization of the Senate, provides
that the Senate may be constituted
into a court of justice to judge tho
President of the Republic or the
ministers, and to take cognizance of
attempts committed against the
safety of the state. Under this pro-
vision the Senate was lately convened
for tho trial of General Boulanger on
the charges of insubordination, cor-

rupting officials, conspiracy and
treasonable attempts against the
state. Tho Senate has found Bou-
langer guilty of the charges pre-
ferred against him. The voto in
favor of conviction was overwhelm-
ing against tho accused; tho mem-
bers of tho Right, however, declined
to vote. Two other prominent
characters, Count Dillon and M.
Rochefort, were found guilty, of
complicity in Boulanger's schemes.
The Council of State has annulled
elections in twelve cantons in which
Boulanger's was returned to the
Councils-Genera- l, on the ground
that he was not legally eligible for
the position. Thia quondam lumin-
ary is suffering a considerable eclipse
just at present.

Stanley Again.
Frederick Nicholas Smith, an

educated negro, son of the King of
the Bruro tribe,, was landed at
Boston the other day from a New
Bedford schooner. He had been
taken off a wrecked vessel from the
Congo for Sierra Leone. Smith
says that he saw .Stanley about
November 28, 1888, at Kinchassa.
Says he:

Stanley had with him 200 men in
excellent health, with their goods,
curiosities, etc. ( He pitched his tent
at that place, and there he remained
for several days, after which he em-
barked for tho eastern part of Africa.
At that time he looked very robust.
I remember the effect his voice had
upon all the people around him. It
was like tho voice of a lion. The
natives looked upon him.as a great
and mighty man. Thoy caL Liui
"Bulu Matadi" which signifies
"Break Stone." The reason why
this name was given him is, when he
first came among them he dug up
out of the earth great rocks and
stones and made a line wide road.

F. LEOXHARD, p. n. w. noss,
(Late of Hawaii.)

UE0NHARD&R0SS,

Real Estate & lii Brota
ELLENSBUKGK, W. T.

Mr. F. Leonhard has resided in and near Ellens-
bnrgh, for the Ian ten yeara longer than

any other resl estate man in that city
and is thoroughly posted in all

the wonderful resources of the
surrounding country.

MIXES Coal. Iron and the precions metals.
LAXDS Timber Claims and Farm Lands.

Irrigation Ditches and Water Rights.
WE Pay Exclusive Attention to the Three Fol-

lowing City Additions:

The "Santa Anna" Addition,
The "Sunny Side" Addition,

The "Smithson" Addition.
These PrcpertUs are by far the most prettily

situated of any in Ellensbnrgh.
The new Ellensbnrgh & X. E.R. R. passes

throngh these Lands.
Half a mile from the center of town, and

South of Capital Hill, sheltered from the dis-
agreeable north wind, and from the dnst of the
city, the SAXTA AXXA Addition Jie on a
gentle slope to the Southward.

Merging on the east into STJXNT SIDE, and
commanding a twenty-mile- s view of one of the
loveliest valleys in Washington.

The water is of the clearest, and coldest and
the drainage is naturally .perfect.

Five years ago the same Property that is now
held at $20,000 in Tacoma or Seattle might hare
been bought for $1000.

Those who were too late to make a small
fortune in Tacoma or Seattle Realty, have still
a chance open in Ellensbnrgh.

JS For farther particulars Address

LEONHARD & ROSS,
HONOLULU BLOCK,

1274-- ly Ellensbnrgh, W. T.
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ioragn Utoertisemcnte.

WILLIAMS, DIMOND & CO.,

Shippinsr .V: Commission illcrcliauts
218 California Street. San FrnncUco. K51

W. H. CEOSSMAN & BEO.,

COMMISSION MERCHANTS
77 nnil 79 !IroiiI Street, Sew YnrJi.
Iitftnnce Castle & Cooke, and J. T. Water-hous- e.

1251 ly

TIIEO. n. DAYIE3. HAROLD JAXIOX.

THEO. H. DAYIES & CO.,

Commission Merchants,
. 12 & 13 The. Alrjanv.

LIVERPOOL. " 1251 ly

Only "Pebble" Establishment.

Mulier's Optical Depot
183 Montgomery St., near Bush, S.F., Cai.

35 Years."
The most complicated cases of defectiveviion thoroughly diagnosed FREE OF

CHARGE. Orders by mail or express promptly
attended to.

EyComponnd Astigmatic Lenses Mounted to
order at two honr' notice. 1251 ly

OR. J. COLLIS BROWNE'S

CHLOBODYJm
THE ORIGIXAL and OXLY GEXUIXE.

Advice to Invalids. It you wish to obtainquiet refreshing sleep, free from headache, re-
lief from pain and anguish, to calm and assnage
the weary achings of protracted disease, in-
vigorate the nervous media, and legulate thecirculating systems of the body, ycu will

with that marvellous remedy dis-
covered by Dr. J. Collis Browne (late Army
r.V?JIJL,U,t,toff) to Thich he gave the name ofUHLOROD1XE, and which is admitted by theprofession to be the most wonderful and valu-
able remedy ever discovered.

CHLORODYXE is the bestremedy known foCoughs, Consumption, Bronchitis. Asthma.
CHLORODYXE acts like a charm in Diarrhoea. and is the only specific in Cholera aadDysentery.
CHLORODYXE effectually cuts short all at-

tacks of Epilepty, Hysteria, Palpitation, andSpasms.
CHLORODYXE is the only palliative in Xeu.ralgia, Rheumatism, Gont, Cancer, ToothacheMeningitis, &c.

From Symes & Co., Pharmaceutical Chem
ists. Jledical IIall Simla, January 5, 1SS0. ToJ.T. Davenport, Esq., 33, Great Rnssell Street,Bloomsbnry, London. Dear Sir, We embraceihls opportunity of congratulating yon upon tho
wide-sprea- d reputation this jnstlv esteemedmedicine, Dr. J. Collis Browne's Chlorodyne
has carneo. for itself, not only in Hindostan!
but all over the East. Asa remedy for generalutility, we must question whether a belter ieimported into the country, and we shall be lai'to hear of its finding a place in every Anlo-Indla- u

home. The other brands, we are sorrytosay.arcnow relegated to the native bazaar
and, judging from their sale, we fancy theirsojourn there will be but evanescent. Wc
could multiply instances ad infinitum of the ex-traordinary efficacy of Dr. Collis Browne's Chlo-rodyne In Diarrhcea and Dysentery, Spasms
Cramps.Xeuralgia, thcVomiting of Pregnancy,
and as a general sedative, that have occmed
under our personal observation during manyyears. In Choleraic Diarrhoea, and even in themore terrible forms of Cholera itself, we havewitnessed Its surprisincly controlling power.
We have never used any other form of thlmedicine than Collts Browne's from a firmConviction that it is decidelythebcst.andalso
from a sense or duty we owe to the profession
and the public, as we are of opinion that thesubstitution of any other than Collis Browne'a
is a DELIBERATE BREACH ON THE TART
OP THE CHEMIST TO rnESCKIEEE AND TATIENT
alike. We are, Sir, faithfully yonrs. Symes &
Co., Members of the Pharm. Society of GreatBritian. Hie Excellency the Viceroy's Chen
ists.

CAUTIOX. Sir W. Pago
Wood stated that Dr. J. Collis Browne was,
undoubtedly, the Inventor of Chlorodyne; thatthe story of the defendant Freeman was de-
liberately untrue, which, he regretted to say,
had been sworn to. Sqe"The Times,' July 13.
1864.

Sold in bottles at Is. lHd., 2s. 9d., 4s. 6d.,
and lis. each. Xonc is genuine without tho
words "Dr. J. Collis Browne's Chlorodyne" on
the Government stamp. Overwhelming mcdl
cai testimony accompanies each bottle.

Caution. Beware of Piracy and Imitations.
Sole Manufacture J. T. DAVEXPORT. 33

Great Russell Street. Bloomsbnry. London.
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BEFORE AND SINGE
The. days of Samson a luxuriant growth
of hair Las been symbolical ol man's
strength and woman's beauty. As a
mpan3 of preserving this adornment of
tho person a duty which should ba
considered, by all, of tbo first impor-
tance Ayer's Hair Vigor i3 unequalled.
If, unfortunately, your hair baa been
neglected and allowed to loso its lustre
and color, or if time has tinged it
with gray, the use of Ayer's Hair Vigor
will restoro it3 youthful appearance and
vitality. This admirable preparation
eradicates

Dandruff,
cures all diseases of tbo scalp, strength-
ens weak hair, promotes a

Luxuriant Gro!wth,
and prevents baldness. It is, more-
over, an excellent dressing for tbe hair,
rendering it pliant, soft, and glossy, and
as an article of the toilet, there is
nothing more essential or agreeable.

Ayer's Hair Vigor
is choicely perfumed, is colorless, and
will not soil the whitest pocket-handkerchi- ef

; its beautifying effects aro
lasting, and it is, tberefore, tbe best and
most economical hair-dressi- in tbo
world.

MtEPARED nr
Dr. J. C. AVER & CO., Lowell, Mass., U. S. A.

Sold by all Druggists and Perfumers.

H0LLISTER & CO., 100 Fori St- -

HONOLULU,

Sole Aganta llavra.Iiands,

Election of Officers.

AT THE ANNUAL MEETING OF
the Honomu Sugar Co. held Ang. 14,

1889, the following officers were duly
elected:

President Tom 3Iay
Secretary W.W.Hall
Treasurer P.C.Jones
Auditbr J.O.Carter
Directors

...... .P. Wundenberg, W. G. Brash
WM. TV. HALL,

Secretary Honomu Sugar Co.
1284-- 4t 39--2t
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